A multiscale force-based curved beam element for masonry arches by Di Re, Paolo et al.
A multiscale force-based curved beam element for
masonry arches
Paolo Di Rea,∗, Daniela Addessia, Elio Saccob
a Department of Structural and Geotechnical Engineering, Sapienza University of Rome,
Via Eudossiana 18, 00184 Rome, Italy, {paolo.dire, daniela.addessi}@uniroma1.it
b Department of Structures for Engineering and Architecture, University of Naples Federico II,
Via Claudio 21, 80125 Naples, Italy, elio.sacco@unina.it
Abstract
This paper presents a Timoshenko beam finite element for nonlinear analysis of planar masonry
arches. Considering small displacement and strain assumption, the element governing equations are
defined according to a force-based formulation that adopts three different parametrizations of the
axis planar curve, permitting the exact description of the element geometry for arbitrarily curved
arches. Specific quadrature techniques are illustrated to perform numerical integration over the
curved axis. A two-scale arch-to-beam homogenization procedure reproduces the nonlinear re-
sponse of periodic masonry materials, where an equivalent Timoshenko straight beam describes
the behavior of the reference Unit Cell made of a single linear elastic brick and a nonlinear mortar
layer. Formation of the hinges characterizing the collapse mechanism of the arch is detected taking
advantage of the quadrature rule along the axis and a fracture energy based regularization technique
is employed to avoid damage localization.
The proposed curved beam model is implemented in a standard FE analysis code and is used to
perform several numerical applications. After validating the proposed formulation through bench-
marking tests under linear elastic material response, the numerical simulation of four experimental
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tests is shown, concerning circular and parabolic masonry arches undergoing in-plane bending. The
numerical results are validated through experimental outcomes and micromechanical FE models.
Keywords: Masonry arch, multiscale model, damage, curved beam, force-based element.
1 Introduction
Until first decades of 1900, masonry has been the most used building technology in Europe for
both civil buildings and cultural heritage constructions. However, due to low tensile strength of
mortar and weak bond at interfaces with bricks and/or blocks, masonry structural elements exhibit
a poor tensile/flexural resistance, that reduces the structure capacity and limits the design solutions
[1]. For vertical dead loads, a widely adopted solution has long been the introduction of arches and
vaults [2], as their particular geometry reduces presence of tensile stresses and increases carrying
capacity of the structure (shape-based resistance). Arches are especially used in wall panels and for
long span bridges, as their behavior under dead loads is easy to understand and predict. However,
the response of curved elements under variable loads is complex and its simulation can be a hard
task [3, 4], particularly for horizontally seismic actions. Damage and micro-cracks usually develop
along arch axis, even for small load levels, mainly due to debonding phenomena at interfaces
and mortar failure. These influence the overall nonlinear response of the structure and determine
collapse mechanisms. Hence, the development of efficient numerical tools for nonlinear analysis
of masonry arches still represents a relevant issue for assessment of safety and strengthening of
existing structures.
Many different models have been proposed to reproduce response of masonry structural elements
and, in particular, masonry arches, commonly classified as mechanism methods (e.g. limit analy-
sis), discrete element methods, discontinuous deformation analysis and finite element (FE) models
[5–7]. The latter result the most adopted and flexible option, as these permit a complete repre-
sentation of the nonlinear mechanisms with a reasonable demand in terms of computational costs.
Micromechanical, macromechanical and multiscale approaches are three widely employed alter-
natives for FE analyses of masonry [8]. The first are based on distinct modeling of brick/blocks,
mortar joints and/or interfaces; the second model masonry as an equivalent homogenized mate-
rial and adopt phenomenological constitutive laws; the latter evaluate the response of a Unit Cell
(UC) at a lower geometric scale and derive the response of the equivalent homogeneous medium
at macro-scale through a homogenization process [9]. Multiscale models are a good compromise
between detailed geometric/mechanical representation of the material and computational efforts.
Focusing on masonry arches, beam FEs can be suitably used to model the curved elements
2
and define multiscale procedures, as these provide very accurate results compared to the limited
computational burden required. Among different beam FE models, last decades have witnessed a
large spread of force-based (FB) and mixed formulations for numerical analyses. As opposed to
classic displacement-based (DB) models, where cross-section displacements are interpolated along
the element axis by means of shape functions, FB beam formulations, also known as flexibility
approaches, interpolate internal forces by means of functions satisfying element equilibrium in a
strict sense. Hence, the selected interpolation functions are the exact solution to equilibrium equa-
tions regardless the element geometry and material constitutive law [10, 11]. This is a consolidated
procedure for straight beams and has shown superior performances with respect to DB models in
reproducing the structural response [12], particularly under nonlinear material behavior [13, 14].
In fact, accurate inelastic solutions can be obtained significantly reducing the number of the ele-
ments used for the discretization. The FB beam formulation has also been proven to be free from
shear locking, giving the exact analytical response for the elastic Timoshenko beam theory with a
single FE per span [15, 16]. A number of alternative strategies have been proposed to overcome the
shear locking affecting the classic displacement-based FE formulations, such as selective reduced
integration, use of quadratic polynomials transverse displacement and linear interpolation for the
rotation, or interdependent interpolation of the transverse deflection and rotation derived on the
basis of the exact solution for the Timoshenko beam theory [17]. Assumed strain methods have
also been efficiently adopted, where the strains are independently interpolated and shear locking
phenomena are avoided [18].
However, for both DB and FB formulations, few models consider the curved axis geometry, as
the displacement and stress interpolation procedures are harder to define. The adoption of straight
FEs combined with a mesh refinement is usually a preferred option to model the geometry of curved
elements.
Besides the many proposals limited to linear elastic material assumptions and usually employed
for large displacements and/or vibration analyses [19–24], the models in [25, 26] are worth to
be mentioned for nonlinear material modeling, yet belonging to the DB formulations. For two-
dimensional (2D) arches, Molari and Ubertini [27] have proposed a robust and efficient FB beam
model, where the curved axis geometry is approximated with a cubic interpolation scheme. This
approach allows the analysis of arbitrarily curved elements and, thus, results in a general formu-
lation for the analysis of planar curved structural members. However, the study in [27] is limited
to linear elastic material responses and does not investigate the model capabilities in the nonlin-
ear material range. Moreover, the interpolation procedure for the axis approximation requires a
pre-processing phase, where geometric parameters are determined for each structural members.
This work presents a general FB Timoshenko model for 2D curved beams under both linear
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elastic and nonlinear material responses, assuming small displacement and strain hypotheses. The
element formulation considers the classic six displacement nodal degrees of freedom (DOF) and
provides an exactly equilibrated representation of the cross-section stress resultants. In addition to
the case of arbitrarily curved beams, this work considers two special cases for the axis geometry
description, common in civil structures: constant curvature beams (circular arches) and parabolic
arches. For both cases, the element governing equations can be easily derived relying on the exact
representation of the axis geometry through a suitable parametrization of the 2D curve equation.
This approach considerably simplifies model formulation and does not require any pre-processing
procedure to describe the geometry of the structure. Moreover, specific quadrature techniques are
proposed to efficiently evaluate integrals over the axis involved in the element governing equations.
These depend on the chosen geometric parametrization and strongly influence the computational
costs.
The multiscale model proposed in [28] is introduced for the evaluation of the mechanical re-
sponse of the general element cross-section. At the micro-scale level, a one-dimensional (1D)
beam model describes the behavior of the UC and the homogenized macroscopic stress resultants
at the curved beam quadrature point associated to the UC are determined via a semi-analytical ap-
proach. The bricks are considered as elastic, while a damage-friction constitutive law is used for
the mortar.
In this model, the nonlinear hinges forming along the arch coincide with the zones where damage
and plasticity localize and consequently their formation is monitored by following the evolution of
the nonlinear mechanisms at the quadrature cross-sections. As usual when considering softening
materials, the damage localization requires the adoption of a regularization technique. The most
common regularization approaches are the nonlocal integral procedures, the gradient methods [29],
the fracture-energy based techniques [30] and the approaches proposed by Addessi and Ciampi
[14] and Scott and Hamutçuog˘lu [31] for FB beams. Nonlocal integral procedures and gradients
methods are hard to introduce in the element formulation and increase the computational burden,
whereas the generalization of the approach in [14] to curved beams is not straightforward. Hence,
to prevent damage localization issues, a fracture energy regularization method is used in this work,
where the evolutionary parameters of the damage model are calibrated at each cross-section con-
sidering the associated length defined for the quadrature rule.
The proposed curved beam model is implemented in a standard FE analysis code and used to
perform various numerical applications. Two tests validate the model and the proposed quadrature
techniques for linear elastic material response and investigate its advantages with respect to existing
proposals. Nonlinear analyses on real masonry structures are also performed to study the capability
of the model in detecting the nonlinear hinge formation and the collapse mechanism of the mem-
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bers. The numerical results are validated through experimental outcomes and micromechanical FE
models.
2 FE model for 2D shear-deformable arches
This section describes the FB formulation of a 2D curved beam FE for the analysis of structural
arches under nonlinear material response. The plane curve representing the element axis is assumed
to have C0 continuity and small displacement and strain assumptions hold. The FE model is based
on the classic Timoshenko beam theory and results free from shear-locking problems.
The description focuses on the most suitable coordinate parametrization for the analytical rep-
resentation of the axis geometry. First, the general case is described, where the 2D curve defining
the beam axis is assumed to be known in a general parametric representation of the two coordinate
functions. Then, the formulations for the circular and parabolic arches are presented. The deriva-
tion for the parabolic arch is introduced as an example procedure to obtain the element governing
equations when the beam axis geometry is known in explicit form.
As usual in nonlinear beam FEs [14, 31], the integrals over the axis involved in the element
governing equations are evaluated through numerical integration procedures. Hence, the following
study also describes the numerical approaches applied for the different beam formulations. These
depend on the specific parametrization adopted to describe the axis geometry and permit to extend
the model in [27] to the case of material nonlinear responses.
2.1 General framework
Referring to the global reference system (X̂, Ŷ ), in the general undeformed configuration of the
beam (Fig. 1(a)) each element cross-section is orthogonal to the curved axis delimited by nodes I
and J . Six DOFs govern the element kinematics at the local level, that is two translations and one
in-plane rotation at each node, collected in the displacement vector U as follows:
U =
(
UX,I UY,I ΘI UX,J UY,J ΘJ
)T
(1)
The corresponding nodal forces are collected in the force vector P. The direction going from I to J
defines axis X of the local reference system (X, Y ). According to the equilibrated approach [13],
element rigid body motions are eliminated and the formulation refers to the local basic reference
system in Fig. 1(b). Here, only three nodal deformation displacements are considered: the element
elongation U˜J along X and the nodal rotations Θ˜I/J , listed in the basic displacement vector V =
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Figure 1: Finite element local basic reference system and displacement vector components.
(
U˜J Θ˜I Θ˜J
)T
. The kinematic relationship between U and V results as:
V = Ag U =
−1 0 0 1 0 00 1L 1 0 − 1L 0
0 1
L
0 0 − 1
L
1

︸ ︷︷ ︸
Av
Ar U (2)
where matrix Ag = Av Ar is the element compatibility matrix, depending on the undeformed
element length L and orientation. This rotates the nodal displacements from the global to local
reference system, through the rotation matrix Ar, and removes the element rigid body motions,
through the kinematic matrix Av [32]. At each point of the axis L, unit vectors T and N are
introduced representing tangent and normal directions to the curve. T forms the angle Φ with X
and N is assumed parallel to one of the cross-section central inertia axis.
The basic element force vector Q =
(
NJ MI MJ
)T
contains the quantities work-conjugate
to V, where NJ is the force parallel to X at J and MI/J is the in-plane nodal moment at I/J .
To enforce the equilibrium conditions that govern the force-based formulation, a convenient
parametrization for the 2D curve defining the beam axis is required. Referring to the basic refer-
ence system, in general, different alternatives are available, commonly classified as: implicit rep-
resentations, in the form L ≡ f(X, Y ) = 0; explicit representations, in the form L ≡ Y = f(X);
parametric representations, in the form L ≡ [X = f(Λ);Y = g(Λ)], with Λ denoting a geometric
variable. Adopting the parametric representation, Molari and Ubertini [27] have developed a gen-
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Figure 2: Equilibrated external and internal forces for the general portion of the element delimited
by node I and cross-section at S(Λ).
eral FB formulation for arbitrarily curved arches. Indeed, when the coordinate functions X(Λ) and
Y (Λ) are available in this form, the force-based FE formulation can be classically derived [10].
By contrast, if this is not the case, some alternative strategies can be adopted, consisting in (a)
approximation of the coordinate functions X(Λ) and Y (Λ), e.g. using a cubic Hermite interpo-
lation (as proposed by the same authors [27]) or spline interpolation and (b) adoption of different
parametrizations.
Due to its wide applicability, formulation for the arbitrarily curved arch parametrized with re-
spect to a general geometric variable is reviewed in the following section, referring to the general
framework described above. The subsequent sections present the alternative (b) to derive the FE
formulation with no geometric approximation in the case of circular and parabolic arches.
2.2 FB formulation for arbitrarily curved arches
The coordinate functions of the beam axis are assumed to be known in the parametric representation
[X(Λ);Y (Λ)], where Λ ranges between Λ0 and Λs denoting values assumed by the geometric
variable at the two ends of the curved axis. The arc-length abscissa S (Fig. 2) is often adopted as
geometric variable, ranging from 0 to the total element axis length Ls, although any parametrization
can be used. A bijective relationship is assumed to exist between Λ and S, that is each value of
Λ identifies one cross-section located at the curvilinear abscissa S along L, i.e. S = S (Λ) and
Λ = Λ (S). The infinitesimal arch length is denoted as dS.
For a 2D Timoshenko beam, the generalized section stress vector Σ(S) collects the three stress
resultants, namely axial stress N(S), bending moment M(S) and shear stress T (S). According
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to the FB formulation, the stress resultants that exactly satisfy the element equilibrium equations
under small displacements are expressed by the following interpolatory relationship:N(S)M(S)
T (S)

︸ ︷︷ ︸
Σ(S)
=
 cosΦ(S) −
sinΦ(S)
L
− sinΦ(S)
L
Y (S) X(S)
L
− 1 X(S)
L
− sinΦ(S) − cosΦ(S)
L
− cosΦ(S)
L

︸ ︷︷ ︸
B(S)
NJMI
MJ

︸ ︷︷ ︸
Q
+
Nq(S)Mq(S)
Tq(S)

︸ ︷︷ ︸
Σq(S)
(3)
In Eq. (3), B(S) is the equilibrium matrix, expressed in terms of angle Φ(S) and coordinates X(S)
and Y (S) of the cross-section at S, whereas Σq(S) contains the section stress resultants due to
distributed loads. Fig. 2 shows a schematic representation of the variables involved in equilibrium
equations. Here, PX,I , PY,I and PY,J are the nodal reaction force components of P and consist of
two contributions: one, P bX,I , P
b
Y,I and P
b
Y,J , due to the basic forces Q, the other, P
q
X,I , P
q
Y,I and
P qY,J , due to the distributed loads. The latter are collected in the element nodal reaction force vector
Pq due to q, which assumes in the basic reference system the following:
Pq =
(
P qX,I P
q
Y,I 0 0 P
q
Y,J 0
)T
(4)
With no loss of generality, the following description considers loads distributed along the element
arc-length. The two load components qX(S) and qY (S), parallel to X and Y respectively, are
collected in the vector q =
(
qX qY
)T
. For a general distributed load configuration, the following
expressions hold:
Nq(S) = −
[
P qX,I +QX(S)
]
cosΦ(S)− [P qY,I +QY (S)] sinΦ(S)
Mq(S) = −P qX,I Y (S) + P qY,I X(S)−MY (S) +MX(S) (5)
Tq(S) =
[
P qX,I +QX(S)
]
sinΦ(S)− [P qY,I +QY (S)] cosΦ(S)
where:
QX(S) =
ˆ S
0
qX(Z) dZ , MY (S) =
ˆ S
0
qX(Z) [Y (S)− Y (Z)] dZ
QY (S) =
ˆ S
0
qY (Z) dZ , MX(S) =
ˆ S
0
qY (Z) [X(S)−X(Z)] dZ
(6)
By enforcing the virtual work equivalence [33], that is by imposing that the nodal virtual work is
equal to the internal virtual work of the generalized section stresses in equilibrium with Q, under
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the assumption Σq = 0, it results:
δQT V =
ˆ Ls
0
δΣT E dS (7)
where the generalized section strain vector E(S) work-conjugate to Σ(S) collects axial elongation
E(S), curvature K(S) and shear strain Γ (S). Hence, by substituting Eq. (3) into Eq. (7) and
removing δQT gives the standard compatibility conditions for the FB formulation:
V =
ˆ Ls
0
BT (S) E(S) dS (8)
The generalized constitutive law relating E(S) and Σ(S) involves the consistent tangent general-
ized section flexibility matrix Υ(S) and results in incremental form as:
E˙(S) = Υ(S) Σ˙(S) (9)
This depends on the specific constitutive model adopted to represent the material behavior (e.g.
Sect. 3).
By differentiating Eq. (8) with respect to Q and introducing Eqs. (3) and (9), the consistent
tangent element flexibility matrix F is obtained as:
F =
∂V
∂Q
=
ˆ Ls
0
BT (S) Υ(S) B(S) dS (10)
This governs the element basic constitutive relationship in the incremental form Q˙ = (F)−1 V˙.
Following the procedure described in [33], the consistent tangent element stiffness matrix K and
force vector P in the global reference system are obtained, related to the basic variables through
matrix Ag, i.e.:
K = ATg (F)
−1 Ag , P = ATg Q + A
T
r Pq (11)
Ihe integrals in Eqs. (6), (8) and (10) can be rewritten in terms of Λ, being the infinitesimal arch
length equal to:
dS = |X′(Λ)| dΛ =
√(
∂X(Λ)
∂Λ
)2
+
(
∂Y (Λ)
∂Λ
)2
dΛ (12)
The term |X′(Λ)| transforms the infinitesimal length dΛ into the corresponding dS. Then, to per-
form the numerical integration the geometric variable Λ ∈ [Λ0; ΛS] is linearly mapped into the
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rectilinear reference coordinate ξ ∈ [−1; +1] and the following transformations [34] are used:
ˆ Ls
0
f(S) dS =
ˆ ΛS
Λ0
f(S(Λ)) |X′(Λ)| dΛ = Ls
2
ˆ +1
−1
f˜(ξ) |X′(ξ)| dξ (13)
where f˜(ξ) is function f(S) expressed in terms of ξ, i.e. f˜(ξ) = f ◦ S ◦ Λ. The right-hand-side
integral in Eq. (13) is finally solved through a standard quadrature scheme, where ng is the total
number of quadrature cross-sections and ξn and wn, with n = 1, . . . , ng, are the quadrature point
locations and weights in the reference interval [−1; +1]. The quantity Ln = Ls2 |X′(ξn)|wn is the
quadrature length associated to the n-th cross-section.
2.3 FB formulation for circular arches
Referring to the case of beam axis with constant curvature ρ = 1/R, the element governing equa-
tions in Sect. 2.2 can be easily rewritten expressing the arc-length abscissa as a linear function of
the angle Ψ between section plane and axis X , assumed as geometric independent variable. Re-
ferring to Fig. 3, where C indicates center of the arch and Ψ0 abutment angle, the increment of
the arc-length abscissa results as dS = RdΨ and the relationship between S and Ψ is written as
S(Ψ) = R (Ψ − Ψ0), with Ψ ranging from Ψ0 to pi− Ψ0. Hence, considering that Φ(Ψ) = pi/2− Ψ ,
the equilibrium conditions in Eq. (3) become:N(Ψ)M(Ψ)
T (Ψ)

︸ ︷︷ ︸
Σ(Ψ)
=
 sinΨ −
cosΨ
L
− cosΨ
L
Y (Ψ) X(Ψ)
L
− 1 X(Ψ)
L
− cosΨ − sinΨ
L
− sinΨ
L

︸ ︷︷ ︸
B(Ψ)
NJMJ
MJ

︸ ︷︷ ︸
Q
+
Nq(Ψ)Mq(Ψ)
Tq(Ψ)

︸ ︷︷ ︸
Σq(Ψ)
(14)
Similarly, all the integrals in Eqs. (6) to (10) are evaluated with respect to Ψ . For instance, ele-
ment compatibility condition in Eq. (8) and expression for the element flexibility matrix in Eq. (10)
become:
V = R
ˆ pi−Ψ0
Ψ0
BT (Ψ) E(Ψ) dΨ , F =
∂V
∂Q
= R
ˆ pi−Ψ0
Ψ0
BT (Ψ) Υ(Ψ) B(Ψ) dΨ (15)
A special solution for the contribution due to distributed loads can be obtained when these are
constant along the axis arc-length, that is qX(S) = q¯X and qY (S) = q¯Y . In this case, the nodal
force components in Eq. (5) become:
P qX,I = −q¯X Ls , P qY,I = −q¯Y
Ls
2
− TX , P qY,J = −q¯Y
Ls
2
+ TX (16)
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Figure 3: Geometric parametrization for the 2D curve representing the axis of the circular arch.
with TX = R
2
L
q¯X [2 cosΨ0 + sinΨ0(2Ψ0 − pi)] and Eq. (6) simplifies to:
QX(Ψ) = q¯XR(Ψ − Ψ0) , MY (Ψ) = q¯XR2 [cosΨ − cosΨ0 − sinΨ(Ψ0 − Ψ)]
QY (Ψ) = q¯YR(Ψ − Ψ0) , MX(Ψ) = q¯YR2 [sinΨ − sinΨ0 + cosΨ(Ψ0 − Ψ)]
(17)
To numerically evaluate the integrals appearing in the element governing equations (e.g. Eqs.
(15)), it is useful to consider the axis curve parametrization based on the angle Ψ . Indeed, to
perform the numerical integration the geometric variable Ψ ∈ [Ψ0; pi − Ψ ] is mapped into the
reference coordinate ξ ∈ [−1; +1] (Fig. 4) and it results:
ˆ Ls
0
f(S) dS = R
ˆ pi−Ψ0
Ψ0
f̂(Ψ) dΨ = R
pi − 2Ψ0
2
ˆ +1
−1
f˜(ξ) dξ ' R pi − 2Ψ0
2
ng∑
n=1
f˜(ξn)wn
(18)
where f̂(Ψ) = f ◦ S and f˜(ξ) = f ◦ S ◦ Ψ . In this case, Ψn = pi−2Ψ02 (1 + ξn) + Ψ0 and Ln =
R pi−2Ψ0
2
wn are the angle coordinate and the quadrature length associated to the n-th cross-section,
respectively, as the Jacobian of the transformation between Ψ and ξ results as |J | = pi−2Ψ0
2
.
2.4 FB formulation for parabolic arches
Focusing on masonry panels, parabolic arches are usually defined with the parabola symmetry axis
parallel to the global vertical axis. For these, the explicit expressions of the coordinate functions in
terms of the arc-length abscissa S are not available. In this case, the derivation of the element gov-
erning equations in Sect. 2.2 can be performed for the exact geometry. Referring to the coordinate
system (X¯, Y¯ ) parallel to the global one and with origin in I (Fig. 5), the axis curve in the explicit
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Figure 4: General numerical integration performed by mapping the geometric angle Ψ ∈ [Ψ0; pi−Ψ ]
into the reference coordinate ξ ∈ [−1; +1].
form is expressed as:
Y¯ = f(X¯) = a X¯2 + b X¯ (19)
where a and b are coefficients evaluated on the basis of the particular axis geometry. Abscissa X¯ is,
thus, used as geometric independent variable, ranging from 0 to L¯ = L cosΞ and angle Φ results
as:
Φ(X¯) = arctan
∂Y¯ (X¯)
∂X¯
− Ξ = arctan(2 a X¯ + b)− Ξ (20)
where Ξ is the angle between X and X¯ . Hence, the equilibrium conditions in Eq. (3) become:N(X¯)M(X¯)
T (X¯)

︸ ︷︷ ︸
Σ(X¯)
=
 cosΦ(X¯) −
sinΦ(X¯)
L
− sinΦ(X¯)
L
Y (X¯) X(X¯)
L
− 1 X(X¯)
L
− sinΦ(X¯) − cosΦ(X¯)
L
− cosΦ(X¯)
L

︸ ︷︷ ︸
B(X¯)
NJMJ
MJ

︸ ︷︷ ︸
Q
+
Nq(X¯)Mq(X¯)
Tq(X¯)

︸ ︷︷ ︸
Σq(X¯)
(21)
Similarly, all the integrals in Eqs. (6) to (10) are evaluated with respect to X¯ ∈ [0; L¯]. The
transformation of the arc-length increment dS into the corresponding coordinate increment dX¯
accomplishes the change of variable, where the quantity |X′(X¯)| =
√
1 +
(
2 a X¯ + b
)2 is the
Jacobian of the transformation between S and X¯ . For instance, the element compatibility condition
in Eq. (8) and flexibility matrix in Eq. (10) become:
V =
ˆ L¯
0
BT (X¯) E(X¯) |X′(X¯)| dX¯ , F = ∂V
∂Q
=
ˆ L¯
0
BT (X¯) Υ(X¯) B(X¯) |X′(X¯)| dX¯
(22)
A particular solution for the contribution due to the distributed loads can be obtained in case
these are constant along the axis arc-length, that is qX(S) = q¯X and qY (S) = q¯Y . In fact, the nodal
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Figure 5: Geometric parametrization for the 2D curve representing the axis of a parabolic arch.
force components in Eq. (5) result:
P qX,I = −q¯X Ls , P qY,I = −q¯Y (Ls − LX)− q¯X LY , P qY,J = −q¯Y LX + q¯X LY (23)
with:
LX =
1
L
ˆ L¯
0
X(X¯) |X′(X¯)| dX¯ , LY = 1
L
ˆ L¯
0
Y (X¯) |X′(X¯)| dX¯ (24)
and Eq. (6) simplifies to:
QX(X¯) = q¯X
ˆ X¯
0
|X′(Z)| dZ , MY (X¯) = q¯X
ˆ X¯
0
[
Y (X¯)− Y (Z)] |X′(Z)| dZ
QY (X¯) = q¯Y
ˆ X¯
0
|X′(Z)| dZ , MX(X¯) = q¯Y
ˆ X¯
0
[
X(X¯)−X(Z)] |X′(Z)| dZ (25)
The general numerical procedure consists in mapping geometric variable X¯ ∈ [0; L¯] into refer-
ence coordinate ξ ∈ [−1; +1] (Fig. 6), that is:
ˆ Ls
0
f(S) dS =
ˆ L¯
0
f̂(X¯) |X′(X¯)| dX¯ = L¯
2
ˆ +1
−1
f˜(ξ) |X′(ξ)| dξ = L¯
2
ng∑
n=1
f˜(ξn) |X′(ξn)|wn
(26)
where f̂(X¯) = f ◦ S and f˜(ξ) = f ◦ S ◦ X¯ . Locations of the quadrature cross-sections along X¯
are X¯n = L¯2 (1 + ξn); the Jacobian of the transformation between X¯ and ξ is |J | = L¯2 and, thus,
Ln =
L¯
2
|X′(ξn)|wn is the quadrature length associated to the n-th cross-section.
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Figure 6: General numerical integration performed by mapping the coordinate abscissa X¯ ∈ [0; L¯]
into the reference coordinate ξ ∈ [−1; +1].
3 Two-scale model for masonry arches
As described in Sect. 2, the FE response in terms of nodal resisting forces P and element stiffness
matrix K depends on the generalized section constitutive law (Eq. (9)), that is on the response
evaluated at the ng quadrature cross-sections located along the element axis.
Here, a masonry arch obtained as regular, i.e periodic, sequence of bricks and mortar joints is
considered. Hence, the constitutive law for masonry material and, thus, the response of the general
cross-section are derived through a homogenization procedure, as described in [28]. To this end,
a Unit Cell (UC) is selected as the region Ω containing a single brick (b) and mortar layer (m). A
Cartesian reference system (O,x, y) is set, with x aligned with curved beam tangent axis T. Figure
7 illustrates the sketch of the UC, where `b and `m denote lengths along the UC axis of brick and
mortar, respectively. As the total length of the UC, ` = `b + `m, is assumed to be much smaller
than the local curvature radius of the curved beam, a simplified parallelepiped shape is considered
for the UC. Hence, a 1D straight beam model based on the Timoshenko’s beam theory is used to
describe UC behavior.
Generalized section strains E(S), i.e. quantities E, K and Γ computed at the macroscopic
curved beam cross-section, are assumed as input variables to solve the Boundary Value Problem
(BVP) at the microscale. At microscale level, the corresponding axial and transverse displacements,
u and v, and rotation θ of the cross-section are represented as the superposition of the kinematic
map, depending on the macroscopic strains, and an unknown perturbation, as:
u (x) = E x+ u∗ (x)
v (x) = Γ x+
1
2
K x2 + v∗ (x) in (0, `) , (27)
θ (x) = K x+ θ∗ (x)
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Figure 7: Unit Cell for the periodic masonry constituting masonry arch.
where u∗, v∗ and θ∗ are periodic fluctuations due to UC heterogeneity and satisfying proper pe-
riodicity conditions on UC boundary [35]. Microscale axial, bending and shear strains are, then,
obtained as:
ε0 = E + u
∗′ , κ = K + θ∗
′
, γ = Γ + v∗
′ − θ∗ (28)
where apex ?′ denotes derivative with respect to x of variable ?.
Enforcing that the average of the periodic parts of the beam strains are zero and accounting for
periodicity conditions, the following condition holds for θ∗ [28]:
ˆ
`
θ∗ dx = 0 . (29)
The generalized stresses work-conjugate to ε0, κ and γ are denoted with nb, mb and tb for brick
and nm, mm and tm for the mortar. A linear elastic constitutive relationship is considered for the
brick, with Eb and Gb being the brick Young’s and shear modulus, respectively. Thus, generalized
stress contributions of the brick result as:
nb = EbAε0 , mb = Eb I κ , tb = GbAsγ (30)
whereA, I andAs are area, inertia and shear area of the beam cross-section, respectively. A nonlin-
ear constitutive law is assumed for mortar joints for which the generalized stress-strain relationships
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result as [28]:
nm = EmAε0 −
ˆ
A
Em piε dA
mm = Em I κ+
ˆ
A
Em y piε dA (31)
tm = GmAsγ −
ˆ
As
Gm piγ dA
with Em and Gm being the mortar Young’s and shear moduli and piε and piγ the normal and shear
inelastic strains at the general point of the mortar cross-section. These are expressed as:
piε = DH (ε) ε , piγ = Dγp (32)
where D ∈ [0; 1] is a scalar damage variable and ε = ε0 − y κ and γp are the normal strain and
shear slip at the material point. Finally, H (ε) ε accounts for unilateral effect, being H (ε) = 0 if
ε ≤ 0 and H (ε) = 1 if ε > 0. Damage variable D, according to the constitutive model proposed in
[36], depends on coupling of failure mode I and II and its evolution is ruled by the following law:
D = max
history
{
0,min
{
Yeq − 1
(1− η)Yeq , 1
}}
(33)
with
Yeq =
√(〈ε〉+
ε0
)2
+
(
γ
γ0
)2
η =
1(〈ε〉+)2 + γ2
[(〈ε〉+)2 ε0 σ02GcI + γ2 γ0 τ02GcII
]
, (34)
where σ0 and τ0 are peak values for normal and shear stresses, respectively, and GcI and GcII
fracture energies corresponding to modes I and II. The shear slip flow γp is ruled by the Coulomb
friction evolution law:
γ˙p = λ˙ sgn(τ) λ˙ ≥ 0 ϕ ≤ 0, λ˙ ϕ = 0 , (35)
where λ is the inelastic multiplier and ϕ = µ 2 (1+νm) (ε−H (ε) ε)+|γ − γp|, µ being the friction
parameter and νm mortar Poisson ratio.
Hence, a kinematic driven homogenization problem is formulated. Once quantities E, K and
Γ are assigned to the UC, the homogenization process consists in evaluating strains ε0, κ and γ
at the microscale and the corresponding stress resultants nb, mb and tb for the brick and nm, mm
and tm for the mortar and, thus, the overall resultants N , M and T . To solve the micromechanical
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problem for the UC and determine strain and stress microscopic quantities, the Euler differential
equilibrium equations in the brick and mortar are enforced, prescribing stress continuity conditions
at the brick/mortar interface, periodicity and continuity conditions of the microscale displacements
and the null average condition on the pertubation rotation. Due to the nonlinear evolution of the
inelastic quantities in Eq. (31), the problem is iteratively solved, where at each iteration the analyt-
ical solution is determined. The adopted solution procedure is described in detail in [28]. Finally,
the overall resultants N , M and T are computed as the average resultant components, i.e.:
N =
1
`
(ˆ
`b
nb dx+
ˆ
`m
nm dx
)
M =
1
`
(ˆ
`b
mb dx+
ˆ
`m
mm dx
)
(36)
T =
1
`
(ˆ
`b
tb dx+
ˆ
`m
tm dx
)
These correspond to the macroscopic curved beam generalized stresses Σ in Eq. (9), work-conjugate
to E. The generalized flexibility matrix Υ should be derived as Υ = ∂Σ/∂E. However, for sake
of simplicity, the initial elastic flexibility matrix Υinit is used here [28].
4 Element state determination and damage regularization
4.1 FE solution algorithm
The curved beam FEs formulated in Sect. 2 are implemented in a general FE program. A step-
by-step time discretization is adopted, together with an iterative Newton-Raphson (N-R) algorithm
for the solution of the governing nonlinear equations at each time step. As usual in FE codes,
the global solution scheme requires the element state determination, that is computation of the
consistent element stiffness matrix K = ∂P/∂U and force vector P at each N-R iteration.
Regardless of the coordinate parametrization for the analytical representation of the axis ge-
ometry, element state determination procedure for the implemented model coincides with that for
a standard straight FB beam [11, 37]. Table 1 summarizes the main steps, with the subscripts
’k’ and ’k + 1’ denoting the previous and current N-R iteration, respectively, and ∆?k+1 the cur-
rent increment of the variable ? with respect to the previous iteration. The described algorithm
corresponds to the non-iterative procedure proposed in [11]. This permits to eliminate the nested
iterative procedure usually required for element state determination of FB elements [10] and results
in a remarkable computational saving. As the initial elastic flexibility matrix Υinit is evaluated for
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Table 1: Element State Determination for Timoshenko curved beam.
1) Uk+1 and ∆Uk+1 are given → ∆Vk+1 = Ag ∆Uk+1
2) ∆Qk+1 = (Finit)
−1 ∆Vk+1 → Qk+1 = Qk + ∆Qk+1
3) ∆Ek+1 = Υinit B ∆Qk+1
4) Section State Determination
Ek+1 = Ek + ∆Ek+1 → Σk+1
5) Σ˜k+1 = B Qk+1 + Σq,k+1 −Σk+1 → E˜k+1 = Υinit Σ˜k+1
6) V˜k+1 = Ag Uk+1 −
´ Ls
0
BT
(
Ek+1 + E˜k+1
)
dS
Finit =
´ Ls
0
BT Υinit B dS
7) Qk+1 = Qk+1 + (Finit)
−1 V˜k+1
8) Ek+1 = Ek+1 + Υinit
[
B Qk+1 + Σq,k+1 −Σk+1
]
9) Kk+1 = A
T
g (Finit)
−1 Ag and Pk+1 = ATg Qk+1 + A
T
r Pq,k+1
the cross-section response, the initial elastic matrices Finit and Kinit are used during the whole
step-by-step analysis, instead of Eq. (10) and Eq. (11).
Note that Steps 3) to 5) and Step 8) are only performed at the quadrature cross-sections used
for the numerical evaluation of the integrals at Step 6). The section state determination at Step 4)
consists in evaluation of the constitutive response at the quadrature points, as described in Sect. 3.
Here, to solve Eq. (31) a layer discretization of the cross-section is adopted for mortar joints [28].
4.2 Hinge detection and damage regularization approach
When using softening materials, strain/damage localization likely occurs during the softening
branch of structural response. For DB beam-column FEs, localization length coincides with the
element size. For the proposed FB curved beams, localization zone corresponds to the weighting
length associated to the generic quadrature cross-section [14], where damage attains the highest
values. The zones where damage localizes correspond to nonlinear hinges [38] and have a primary
role in element collapse mechanism.
To accurately determine hinge locations, a high number of quadrature cross-sections over each
FE is here adopted. More quadrature points are used over the arch length, more locations are poten-
tially available for the model to automatically detect hinge formation. As shown in the numerical
applications (Sect. 5.3), the adoption of 20-30 quadrature points in the whole arch suffices for a re-
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alistic representation of the collapse mechanism of the structure and does not result in a particular
gain of the computational effort.
However, a regularization technique is also required to overcome dependence of the numerical
response on the selected number of the quadrature points [14]. This work adopts a fracture energy
regularization technique, where, given the fracture energy values GcI and GcII per unit volume
for flexural and shear damaging effects, respectively (Sect. 3), the values associated to the n-th
quadrature cross-section are evaluated as:
G˜cI = GcI
Lc
Ln
, G˜cII = GcII
Lc
Ln
(37)
being Lc a material characteristic length.
5 Numerical applications
To validate the proposed beam model, six numerical tests are performed considering both circular
and parabolic arches. The first two tests reproduce the linear elastic response of benchmarking
specimens and investigate convergence properties of the FE formulation. The other tests adopt the
multiscale model in Sect. 3 to simulate response of real masonry structures under damaging effects
and investigate the model capability to reproduce nonlinear material response.
5.1 Clamped-clamped linear elastic circular arch under distributed load
The first numerical application has been originally carried out by Molari and Ubertini [27] and
consists in the linear elastic analysis of the circular arch in Fig. 8. Mechanical parameters of the
specimen are: Young’s modulus E = 1, shear modulus G = 0.5, axis radius R = 1 and square
cross-section width h = 0.1. Both the abutments are clamped and a vertical load q = 1 is applied,
uniformly distributed along horizontal direction.
To investigate the accuracy of the proposed approach, two different discretizations are consid-
ered, adopting one (mesh1) and two (mesh 2) symmetric curved FEs, respectively, based on the
formulation in Sect. 2.3. Both discretizations use an increasing number ng of Gauss-Legendre
quadrature cross-sections per each FE, whose locations Ψn are defined according to Eq. (18). Hori-
zontal reaction force in A and vertical displacement in B (Fig. 8) are computed and compared with
exact values and numerical results in [27].
Fig. 9 shows the convergence of the solution (black curves for mesh 1 and red curves for mesh 2),
plotting (a) the horizontal nodal reaction inA and (b) the vertical displacement inB vs total number
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Figure 8: Clamped-clamped linear elastic circular arch under distributed load.
of quadrature cross-sections used for the whole arch. The monitoring quantities are expressed as
percentage errors, that is:
Error [%] =
Numerical value− Exact value
Exact value
100
Blue lines and green stars represent the exact values and the numerical solutions reported in [27],
respectively. The latter are obtained with one FB curved beam (see also Sect. 2.2), using a 5-
point quadrature scheme. Note that the axis geometry considered by this model is not exact and a
specific algorithm is required to obtain a sufficiently accurate representation of the arch. However,
the error, which is related to both approximated geometry and numerical integration, is negligible.
By contrast, the model here proposed exactly describes arch geometry and the error depends only
on numerical integration procedure. Five and three quadrature cross-sections per element suffice
to obtain accurate results, for mesh 1 and 2, respectively. Note that the vertical displacement VB in
case of mesh 1 can not be obtained as nodal quantity and, thus, it is not given. Indeed, there is no
node located at the key of the arch and any other evaluation of this displacement would make the
comparison with the other FEs unfair.
Finally, the same figure also shows results for two additional numerical models. These discretize
the arch with uniformly distributed Timoshenko straight beam FEs, based on a FB [15] (blue curves
with dots) and a locking-free DB (blue curves with squares) formulation, respectively. The latter
[39] considers linear shape functions for the displacement interpolation, but enforce a uniform dis-
tribution of the generalized shear strains along the axis to prevent shear-locking. For both models,
the number of Gauss-Legendre quadrature cross-sections per FE is equal to ng = 2, providing exact
integration of element quantities. However, the number of FEs used to discretize the arch varies.
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(b) Vertical displacement in B.
Figure 9: Convergence study for the clamped-clamped linear elastic circular arch under distributed
load.
Indeed, due to geometry approximation, a lot of elements is needed to improve solution accuracy,
as the rate of convergence for these models is significantly lower.
Hence, the proposed FE gives the best performances with respect to those considered for com-
parison. In fact, it provides a very accurate solution, similar to that obtained in [27], but exactly
models arch geometry, without requiring any ad hoc procedure to describe its axis.
5.2 Pinched ring
To further investigate the rate of convergence of the proposed approach under linear elastic mate-
rial response, the second test analyzes the pinched ring in Fig. 10 and compares results with those
obtained from enhanced curved beam formulations [18, 40]. Mechanical parameters of the spec-
imen are: Young’s modulus E = 72394.9 MPa, Poisson coefficient ν = 0.3125, mid-line radius
R = 125.8 mm and thickness h = 2.39 mm. Only one quarter of the ring is modeled adopting from
one to four proposed curved FEs (Sect. 2.3) with ng = 3 Gauss-Legendre quadrature cross-sections,
located according to Eq. (18).
Fig. 11 shows convergence of the solution, plotting the error for displacement VA at the loaded
point of the ring and considering a reference value of 31.60 mm [18, 40]. Two enhanced curved
beam models are considered for comparison: the isoparametric quadratic element by Prathap and
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Figure 10: Pinched ring.
Babu [40] and the 3-node element with assumed strains by Choi and Lim [18]. In addition, the
solution obtained with straight FB beams is reported.
As observed in the previous test, one proposed FE suffices to get the correct solution, as opposed
to the comparison models. Indeed, correct definition of the axis geometry and equilibrated inter-
polation of the beam internal forces in Eq. (14) permit the exact definition of the element stiffness
matrix, as usual in FB formulations. Numerical errors may be caused only by inaccurate quadrature
schemes assumed for element quantity evaluation, that is when few quadrature points are adopted
along the element axis.
5.3 In-plane bending of a masonry circular arch
The third test deals with the nonlinear behavior of a masonry circular arch under in-plane bending.
The specimen, experimentally tested by Cancelliere et al. [41], has been numerically studied in
[42] adopting the multiscale model in Sect. 3 to describe the material nonlinear response, but using
seventeen straight Euler-Bernoulli FEs to discretize the structure. In the following, the curved beam
in Sect. 2.3 is used to investigate performances of the formulation in nonlinear material range and
study influence of the quadrature scheme adopted for the numerical integration.
Fig. 12 shows geometry of the arch, with `b = 55 mm and the mortar length varying from 0.8 mm
to 15.5 mm; the average value `m = 10 mm is assumed in the analyses. The abutments are fully
restrained and a vertical force acts on the external surface at 140 mm from the arch vertex.
Two FEs are used to discretize the arch and the inter-elements node coincides with the point of
application of the concentrated force. The quadrature scheme is based on Gauss-Lobatto integration
rule, to place controlling cross-sections at element ends where some of the hinges are likely to form.
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Figure 11: Convergence study for the pinched ring: comparison of different beam FE formulations.
Table 2: Material parameters for bricks and mortar of the circular arch.
Eb Gb Em Gm σ0 τ0 GcI GcII µ
[MPa] [MPa] [MPa] [MPa] [MPa] [MPa] [MPa] [MPa] [-]
16000 6666.67 1500 625 0.005 1.0 3.0× 10−4 4.0× 10−3 0.50
Hence, the locations Ψn of the cross-sections are defined according to Eq. (18). Thirty layers are
used over each cross-section for damage and plasticity evaluation.
Table 2 contains the material parameters deduced from the experimental measurements in [41],
while the self weight of the masonry is assumed equal to 17 kN/m3. The experimental measure-
ments show that debonding phenomena at interfaces mainly causes the nonlinear hinge formation,
whereas limited damage and micro-cracks occur in short portions of the mortar. Hence, the char-
acteristic length for the model regularization approach in Eq. (37) is set equal to the mortar length
(10 mm).
Fig. 13 plots the nonlinear response of the arch in terms of applied load F vs vertical displace-
ment V of the loaded cross-section. Red lines in Fig. 13(a) refer to the numerical results obtained
with the proposed Two-Scale 1D model adopting different values of ng and blue dots denote the
experimental data. As the numerical model evaluates cross-section response only at the quadrature
points, their locations coincide with those of the hinges potentially detected by the model. Hence, a
value of ng greater than 10 is necessary to obtain an accurate solution. Indeed, the best match with
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Figure 12: Geometry of the masonry circular arch (dimensions in mm).
the experimental data results by placing quadrature cross-sections exactly where the hinges form
in real test. Thus, increasing ng increases number of points where hinges can potentially form.
Fig. 13(b) compares the solution for ng = 13 (red line) with the failure load of 650 N deduced from
the limit analysis and the results of the micromechanical 2D approach proposed by Addessi et al.
[8] (green line). The curves show a good match between the different approaches, although the
proposed model exhibits a slightly lower strength.
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(a) Convergence study for variable ng .
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Figure 13: Nonlinear response of the masonry circular arch: applied force F versus vertical dis-
placement V of the loaded section.
Fig. 14(a) shows the locations of the hinges. Four hinges form during the experimental test:
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(b) Deformed configuration (scale = 300).
Figure 14: Masonry circular arch: (a) hinge locations and (b) deformed configuration for V=
0.8 mm.
two on intrados and two on extrados of the arch, due to decohesion between mortar and brick.
Red circles indicate the locations experimentally observed; black dots, almost coinciding with red
circles, denote the locations obtained by the numerical model with ng = 13. These correspond to
the four cross-sections where damage variableD attains highest values. The shaded area represents
the average of the damage variable D over each beam cross-section, defined as Dm = 1A
´
A
DdA.
Finally, Fig. 14(b) shows the deformed configuration of the arch for the same vertical displacement
V = 0.08 mm of the loaded cross-section obtained from the numerical model. This accurately
reproduces experimental outcomes in [41] showing a movement of the top of the arch on the left-
hand side of the force, due to load eccentricity and hinge formation.
5.4 Softening response of circular and catenary-shape arches
To further investigate the efficiency of the regularization technique adopted to overcome damage
localization problems, two additional tests are conducted. These reproduce the nonlinear response
of a circular and a catenary-shape arch under in-plane bending characterized by pronounced soften-
ing behavior. Both arches have been numerically studied in [43], basing on the experimental tests
reported in [44, 45] on identical reinforced specimens.
Fig. 15 shows arch geometries and indicates the position of the concentrated vertical force ap-
plied to the specimens, which monotonically increases until specimen failure. The other geometric
parameters are arch width, w, and brick and mortar lengths, `b and `m. These are set equal to
w = 450 mm, `b = 25 mm and `m = 10 mm for the circular arch and w = 1000 mm, `b = 125 mm
and `m = 10 mm for the catenary-shape arch.
Two and three FEs based on the formulations in Sect. 2.3 and Sect. 2.4 are used to discretize
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Figure 15: Geometry and discretization of the circular and catenary-shape arch with pronounced
softening behavior (dimensions in mm).
Table 3: Material parameters for bricks and mortar of the (a) circular and (b) catenary-shape arch
with pronounced softening behavior.
Eb Gb Em Gm σ0 τ0 GcI GcII µ
Arch [MPa] [MPa] [MPa] [MPa] [MPa] [MPa] [MPa] [MPa] [-]
(a) 5000 2083.3 1200 500 0.25 0.25 0.0075 0.00125 0.5774
(b) 8600 3583.3 1500 625 0.40 0.40 0.0030 0.00300 0.5774
the circular and catenary-shape arch, respectively, as indicated in Fig. 15 by the dashed black lines.
Indeed, one node is necessary to apply the concentrated force in both tests, while an additional
element is required for the catenary-shape arch to correctly approximate the axis geometry with
the proposed parabolic FEs. Each FE considers a Gauss-Lobatto quadrature rule, according to
Eqs. (18) and (26).
Table 3 contains the material parameters of the multiscale model in Sect. 3 adopted for the two
tests. These are deduced from the experimental data in [44, 45] and from numerical test on the
mortar joints reported in [43]. The characteristic length for the model regularization approach in
Eq. (37) is set equal to the mortar length.
Fig. 16 plots the global response curves of the arches in terms of applied load F vs vertical
displacement V of the loaded cross-section. Red lines refer to the numerical results obtained with
the proposed Two-Scale 1D model for an increasing number ng of quadrature cross-sections along
each FE. For the circular arch, blue curves denote the experimental data referred to two similar
specimens, labelled as US1 and US2. For the catenary-shape arch, experimental data are not avail-
able. Hence, blue curves denote the numerical results in [43] obtained with two different numerical
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models and labelled as Set II and Set III. For both arches, the proposed model accurately repro-
duces the peak strength of the specimens. A small error emerges only for the circular arch, when
ng = 5. As observed experimentally and in the numerical simulations in [43], sudden drops of
the strength occur during response the post-peak branch. These correspond to abrupt formation of
the nonlinear hinges and, thus, to loading steps where damage localizes at specific cross-sections
of the arch. Increasing the number of quadrature points does not prevent sudden drops to occur,
even though numerical accuracy is increased. Similar to the circular arch in Sect. 5.3, values of
ng greater than 10 are necessary to obtain a satisfactory solution and to observe a correct evolution
of the nonlinear hinges. Moreover, for ng > 10 the post-peak response does not depend on the
number of quadrature sections located along the axis, indicating that the proposed regularization
technique efficiently avoids mesh sensitivity issues.
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Figure 16: Nonlinear response of the circular and catenary-shape arch with pronounced softening
behavior: applied force F versus vertical displacement V of the loaded section.
The hinge locations can be observed from the deformed configurations plotted in Fig. 17, where
deformed positions of the bricks reported in [43] (blue rectangles) are compared with deformed
shapes of the arch axis obtained from the proposed beam model. One hinge forms at the load
position, another on its right and two less evident hinges almost at the abutments. A very good
match between proposed and reference models can be observed.
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Figure 17: Deformed configuration for (a) circular and (b) catenary-shape arch.
5.5 Bending of a masonry parabolic arch due to multiple in-plane forces
Last test reproduces nonlinear response of the rectangular parabolic arch experimentally studied
during the campaign by Vermeltfoort [46]. Fig. 18 shows arch geometry, having clear span L = 3 m
and sagitta H = 0.5 m. The axis length is equal to fifty-one brick/mortar layers, with brick length
`b = 52 mm and mortar length almost constant and set equal to `m = 12 mm for the analyses.
Thickness t = 100 mm and width w = 1.25 m are the other geometric parameters of the arch.
The abutments are simply supported and steel truss elements take horizontal thrust. Four vertical
L = 3000
Load 1
Load 2 Load 3
Load 4
H
 =
 5
0
0
w = 1250
Distribution
beams
Figure 18: Geometry of the masonry parabolic arch (dimensions in mm).
forces are applied on the external surface via load distribution beams parallel to the arch width
and uniformly spaced in the horizontal direction. After two or three loading/unloading cycles
with all the forces reaching the same maximum value of 5 kN, the final cycle considers a loading
history consisting of two phases: (A) all the loads reach 5 kN; (B) only load 2 is increased until the
specimen failure. The peak value for load 2 is 40.7 kN. Due to the arch deformations, during phase
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Table 4: Material parameters for bricks and mortar of the parabolic arch.
Eb Gb Em Gm σ0 τ0 GcI GcII µ
[MPa] [MPa] [MPa] [MPa] [MPa] [MPa] [MPa] [MPa] [-]
5000 2500 1200 800 0.32 1.0 1.1 0.55 0.37
Table 5: Loading history for the masonry parabolic arch.
Phase Load 1 Load 2 Load 3 Load 4
A 0 kN→ 5 kN 0 kN→ 5 kN 0 kN→ 5 kN 0 kN→ 5 kN
Force control Force control Force control Force control
B 5 kN→ 5.9 kN 5 kN→ Collapse 5 kN→ 9.1 kN 5 kN→ 9.1 kN
Force control Displacement control Force control Force control
B, loads 1, 3 and 4 slightly increase as well: at the peak of load 2, load 1 is equal to 5.9 kN and
loads 3 and 4 are both equal to 9.1 kN.
Five FEs based on the formulation in Sect. 2.4 are used to discretize the arch, as four nodes
are necessary to apply the concentrated forces. In each FE, five Gauss-Lobatto quadrature cross-
sections are located with a twenty-five layer discretization scheme for damage and plasticity eval-
uation. Locations X¯n of the element cross-sections are defined according to Eq. (26).
Table 4 contains the material parameters of the multiscale model in Sect. 3 adopted for the two
arches. Elastic moduli of bricks and mortar, tensile and shear strengths and friction angle are
deduced from [47]; fracture energies are calibrated according to the regularization technique in
Sect. 4.2. As for the masonry circular arch, the characteristic length for the model regularization
approach in Eq. (37) is set equal to the mortar length.
Fig. 19 plots the numerical response obtained for the two phases of the final load cycle. The
curves (blue dots for the experimental data and red lines for the numerical outcomes) plot the
total load in the four points vs vertical displacements V of the point of application of load 2. Up
to 4 × 5 = 20 kN loads are applied according to a standard force controlled procedure; then,
displacement V is controlled until specimen failure, while load 1, 3 and 4 are linearly increased
until their peak values, (see Table 5). As shown, numerical responses perfectly agree with the
real response of the arch. Solid red line refers to the proposed Two-Scale 1D (Multiscale) model,
whereas dotted red line refers to a micromechanical 1D (Micro) model, where bricks and mortar
layers are modeled with linear elastic and nonlinear straight beams based on the same constitutive
relationship of the Multiscale model, respectively. For comparison, the solutions obtained through
two different limit analysis approaches are plotted, represented by the two horizontal blue lines.
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Figure 19: Global response curve for the masonry parabolic arch.
These values are reported in [48] referring to the maximum value of load 2. To compare them with
the results in Fig. 19, the peak values of load 1, 3 and 4 have been added.
During phase B, two hinges form and produce arch collapse: one located at load 2 and the other
on the left-hand side of load 4. Also in this case, the proposed multiscale model correctly detects the
hinge locations, as shown in Fig. 20(a). The figure compares the experimentally observed hinges
(red circles) with those obtained by the numerical model (black dots) at the peak load. The shaded
area represents the average damage Dm, assuming values 0.99 and 0.79 at the hinges.
(a) Hinge locations and distribution of Dm.
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(b) Deformed configuration (scale = 10).
Figure 20: Masonry parabolic arch: (a) hinge locations and (b) deformed configuration at peak
load.
Finally, Fig. 20(b) shows the corresponding deformed configuration, obtained by neglecting the
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horizontal displacements of the cross-sections, not experimentally available. Red stars represent
the experimental displacements of the loaded cross-sections. These are accurately reproduced by
the numerical model that shows drop of the left-hand side of the arch and raising of the right-hand
side.
6 Concluding remarks
This paper has introduced a 2D Timoshenko curved beam FE for the nonlinear analysis of periodic
masonry arches. The model is based on a two-scale homogenization procedure, where the response
of the curved element at the macro-scale is derived from the homogenized response of UCs at the
mircoscale. These are linked to the element quadrature cross-sections and are modeled as straight
beams. Bricks are considered as elastic, while a damage-friction model is used to reproduce mortar
behavior. The curved axis geometry of the arch is exactly described, adopting the appropriate
parametrization of the corresponding 2D curve. Specific quadrature techniques are described for
each parametrization, also exploited to detect formation of the hinges due to nonlinear mechanisms.
Six numerical tests were performed to validate the proposed formulation and investigate the ef-
ficiency of the model under both linear elastic and nonlinear material responses. The two linear
elastic tests prove the superior capacities of the proposed FB approach with respect to classic FEs
and existing proposals, as it provides almost exact solutions in terms of all the static and kinematic
variables involved in the problem, yet requiring a lower computational cost. The simulation of
four experimental masonry arches subjected to in-plane bending shows that the proposed model is
robust and accurate under nonlinear material responses as well. The adopted two-scale homoge-
nization permits a satisfactory description of the nonlinear damage-plastic phenomena occurring
in the mortar layers and at brick-mortar interfaces and the resulting hinge evolution is correctly
reproduced by the numerical model. Comparison with experimental outcomes and additional mi-
cromechanical numerical models confirms these results, showing that the proposed FE is able to
reproduce the global response of the specimens as well as the location of the hinges along the axis
and the deformed configuration at all the stages of the loading process. Finally, the two-scale beam
formulation presented is an efficient and fast tool, compared to more sophisticated 2D and 3D non-
linear FE models, that can be easily generalized to analyze more interesting but complex structural
problems, such as strengthened masonry arches and walls [43].
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